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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. (HELIX) was contradteel ®ity of Wildoma(City)to provide

cultural resourceservices fothe PalomarStreetPhase | Improvements Projggroject), locatedwithin

the Cityas well as within nincorporated Riverside Countyheproposedprojectconsists of several
connectivityimprovements to be constructed, principally along a segment of Palomar Street/
Washingon Avenue but also extending along portions of Clinton Keith R&edltural resouces study
including arecords search, Sacred Lands File search, Native American outreach, a review of historic
aerial photographs ahmaps, and a pedestrian survey wasauacted forthe projectalignment This

report details the methods and results of tealtural resources study and has been prepared to comply
with the CalifornigEnvironmental Quality Act (CE(ad Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NPA), as amended

The records search conducted at tBasterninformation CenterflC on November 122019indicated
that 88 previous cultural resources studies have been conducted within one mile of the project area,
eightof whichencompassed all or a portion of the projedignment The records search results also
indicated that a toal of 31 cultural resources have beengwiously recorded within one mile of the
project areaof which one resource, a prehistoric isolafie-33-010986, consisting of two basalt flakes
and one piece of metavolcanic debitadpas beenrecordedwithin the projectarea.

The field investigationmcluded intensive pedestrian survey of thmjectarea by a HELIX archaeologist
and a Native American monitor december 12, 2019vith a supplemental site vidity a HELIX
archaeologist oiMay 19, 2020. During he survey the previouslyrecorded isolated resource;¥3-

010986 was not reidentified but a newly identified cultural resourcan isolated prehistoric chert core
(PLWISQG001_B wasobservedwithin the archaeological survey area, which subsequentlylesn
removed from the pr@ectarea of potential effect (APEAs such nampact will occur to thésolateas a
result of the projectHELIX contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on
Novemberll, 201%or a Sacred Lands File searttte NAIC indicated in a respoaslated

Novemberl4, 2019 that the result of the seargbas positive.

Background and archival reseamtnducted for the studyesulted in the identification of Palomar

Street itself as a cultural resourd@alomar Streehas a log history as a historicadvel route, beginning
with use as the&southern Emigrant Traibute in 1820s, followed by thButterfield Overland Stagae

in the 1850sand as an early twentieth century automobile route (signed as Legislative Route Number
[LRN] 77 and Route 71 in thE930s, and U.S. Highway 395 between 1935 and)19B62 segment of
Palomar Street within the project arepalifies as eligible for listing in tidational Register of Historic
Places (NRHRhd California Register of Historicaé$durces (CRHR)der Criterion A1) for its
Faa20AFGA2y gAGK S@Syida GKIG KF@S YFERS | &A
KAAG2NEZ LINRAYFNRE & GKS NIRistorc thaviel xoBtg HoBeydr, Qlile thea S
project arearemaind relatively undeveloped until after the 1980s, it has since been hdisiyrbed by
modern residential, commercial, and civic development, utility installations, and roadway/sidewalk
improvements, resulting in low integrity design, sdtng, materialsworkmanship, feeling, and
associationAs such, theegment of Palomar Street within the project area doesretainsufficient
historic character or appearance to convey the reason for significamdes recommended as ineligible
for listing in the CRRIor NRHP.

ay
I.

A
a

Despite this recommendation, it must be noted thié proposed roadway improvements would not
affect the character defining featusg(i.e, the important travel routes) that would make the overall
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resource(s) (e.g., thBauthern Emigrant TrajlButterfield Overland Stagé.RN 77, Route 71, and

U.S Highway 395 routesjligible for listing in the CRHR and NRHP. As such, the segment of Palomar
Street within the project area woulde considered a nenontributing element to the eligility of the
overall linear resourg@), if any of the historic routes haveeen, orwould be evaluated, by other
researchersFurthermore,U.S. Highway 39%asofficially designated Historic State Highway Route 395
in 2008 (Assembly Concurrent Resoluatido. 98, Chapte79, 2008); the current studgnd resource
evaluationdoes not detract or hinder the route of tHastoric highwayhrough the project area from
being acknowledged or celebratad a segment of thelistoric State Highway Route 395.

Based o theresults of the current study, no historical resources, per CEQA, or historic properties, per
Section106 of the NHPA, will be adversely affected by the Palomar Street Phase | Improvements Project
However, due to théuistoric, prehistoric, and tribaultural resourcesensitivity of theproject region

the presence of the prehistoric isolated resources within the project and survey@ositive Sacred

Land File search results provided by the NAdth@,concerns expressdyy Native American
representdivesand interested parties identified by the NAHC and contacted by HELIX, it is
recommended that a monitoring program following standard City of Wildomar Cultural and Tribal
Cultural Resources Mitigation Measures be implemeritedhe project.

HELIX
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1.0 INTRODJCTION

HELIX Environmental Planning, IMEIIX) was contracted the City of Wildomar (Citytp provide

cultural resources services for tikalomarStreetPhase | Improvements Projggtroject), locatedin the

Cityas well as within unincorporated Rigite CountyThe project consists of several proposed bike

trails and sidewalk improvementa. altural resources study including a records search, Sacred Lands
File search, Native American outreach, a review of historic aerial photographs and maps, and a
pedestrian survey was conducted for the project arBlais report details the methods and resutif the
cultural resources study and has been prepared to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQAaNd Section 106 of the National HistoReceservation Act (NHPA) 1966 as amended.

1.1 PROJECT LOCATIONAND DESCRIPTION

The project is loated insouthwesternRiversideCounty within an unsectionegortion (La Laguna
Rancho land grantjf Township7 South, Rangd Westand a portion in Range 3 Wk on the U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS) Kigtrieta and Wildomaquadrangle (Figures 1and2, Regional Location
andUSGS Topographsespectively. Theprojectareais locatedalong both sides of Palomar
Street/Washington Avenue frofcVicarStreetto the north, to Laura Drive to the south, and along
both sides of Clinton Keith Roa#tendirg short distances east and west from the intersection with
Palomar StreefFigure 3Aerial Photograph The area of potential effect (APE) encompadkes
31.0acre proposedproject site plus additional adjacent lartdtaling approximately37 acres.

Theproject proposes tamprove connectivity for active transportation users by fillingidewalk/trail

gaps and adding bjcle lanes along portions of two major romays- Palomar Street and Clintdfeith

Road. On Palomar Street, 4,100 &inéeet of Class Il bicycle lanes antb@t-wide buffers are proposed
between McVicar Street and Clinton Keith Road. In addition, approximatelyn®a0 feet of sidewalks/
trails will be filled in alondhe south sideof Palomar Street to create a continuous bar+fiexe path

along this segment to connect to newly constructed bike lanes on Clinton Keith Road. On Clinton Keith
Road, 630 linear feet of sidewalk is proposed torfifl sidewalk gapvhich will increaseannectivity for
pedestrians accessing the various business and retail stores along Clinton Keith Road.

1.2 PROJECT PERSONNEL

Stacie Wilson, M.S., RPA served as principal investigator andcig-dl¢hor of this technicateport.

Theodore Cooley M.A., RPA ipag co-author.Ms. Wilsonand Mr. Cooley botimeet the qualifications

2F GKS {SONBUGINE 2F LYGSNR2NDa {0 y-WadsR3A RPAR DdzA R
provided senior technical review. Julie RByA. conducted the field survegnd abng withAnnie

McCauslandserved as report contributoGeorgeVargas from the Pechanga Band of Luisefio Indians
participated in the pedestrian survey. Resumes for key project personnel are presented in Appendix A.

1.3 RESULATORYFRAMEWORK

Culturalresources are defined as buildings, sites, structures, or objects, each of which may have
historical, architecturalarchaeological, cultural, and/or scientific importan&gnificant resources are
thoseresources which have ke found eligible to the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR)
or National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), as applicable.

HELIX
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In support of goossibleU.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USARGETonstruction NotificationRCN)

application, éderal regulations that would be applicable to the projecnsist othe NHPA and its

implementing regulations (16 United States Code 470 et sedCo8@ of Federal RegulatiorGHR

Part800). Section 106 of the NHPA requires Fedmyahcies to take intocount the effects of their
undertakingsot KA A G2 NRA O LINRPLISNIASaé¢s GKIFIG A& LINPLISNIASA
eligible for the NRHPTo be eligible for the NRHP, a historic property must be significant atdak lo

state, or nationalevel under one or more of the following four criteria:

A. associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history;

B. associated with the lives of persons significant in our past;

C. embodies tte distinctive charactéstics of a type, period, or method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individualatiistinand/or

D. has yiele@d or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

CEQAublic Resources Code (BPR1084.1, and California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14
Sectionl5064.5, address determining the significance of imp&atarchaeological antistoric
resourcesand d@dza & aA3IYAFAOF Yy i OdzNBdzRIdINONSE Z Z dzMIBK3 DK & NBK R

1 resource(s) listed or determined eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission for listing
in the CRHR (14 CCRt&m 15064.5[a][1])

1 resource(s) either listed inthe NREANJ Ay | Gf 201t NBIAAGSNI 2F KAAD
as significant in a historical resource survey meeting the requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of
thePRE dzyf S&da a i K SeviddNd téengnBuGtidhay/it@s3ot Bistorically or
Odzft GdzNF ft €& aAIYAFTAOLYy(Gé omn [/ /w {SOGA2Y wmpncn®

91 resources determined by the Lead Agency to meet the criteria for listing on the CRHR (14 CCR
Section 15064.5[a][3])

For listing in the CRHR, a histal resource must bsignificant at the local, state, or national level under
one or more of the following four criteria:

1. Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
local or regional history, or the ttural heritage of Cdlbrnia or the United States;

2. ltis associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history;

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction,
or represents the work of a masteor possesses high artistic values;

4. 1t has yielded or has the potential to yield information important to the prehistory or history of
the local area, California, or the nation.

HELIX
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Under 14 CCR Section 15064.5(a)(4), aresourcénfiafi 2 0 S 02 Y2A\IMFROS NS RlBra 26dsNE0sSE
purposes of CEQdt the discretion of the lead agency.

Allresources that are eligible for listimg the NRHP or CRHRIst have integrity, which is the

Fdzi KSYyGAOAGe 27F KA atity 2/d@ncetl by thh Bl afahD&@rsticd tiae a4 A O f
SEA&GSR RdANAY3 (GKS NBa2dzNDSQa LISNA2R 2F AA3IYyATAOl
historic character or appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to conveastire rieor

their significaige. Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of location, design, setting,

materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. In an archaeological deposit, integrity is assessed with
reference to the preservation of mat@l constituents and theiculturally and historically meaningful

spatial relationships. A resourceust also be judged with reference to the particular criteria under

which it is proposed for nomination. Under Section 106 of the NHPA, actions thahajtef the
characteristic$l K| 0 ljdzr ft AF& F LINRPLISNIie& FT2NJ StAITA0A
RAYAYAAaK (GKS AyGSaNride 2F (GKS LINRPLISNIeEQa
Faa20Al A2y §¢ 0 otate dn@dversg affecthtthedtistric prop2rig.a i A

fAGe T2N
t20FGA2Y

1.3.1 Native American Heritage Values

Federal and state laws mandate that consideration be given to the concerns of contemporary Native
Americans with regard to potentially ancestral human remains, associatedaiynebjects, and items

of cultural patrimony. Consequently, an important element in assessing the significance of the study site
has been to evaluate the likelihood that these classes of items are present in areas that would be
affected by the proposed piect.

Potentially relevanto prehistoric archaeological sites is the category termed Traditional Cultural
Properties (TCP) in discussions of cultural resource management performed under federal auspices.
According to Patricia L. Parker and Thomas F.&Kmgh oy 0 = G CtiNslcohiexi refary'tb thase A Yy
beliefs, customs, and practices of a living community of people that have been passed down through the
generations, usually orally or through practice. The traditional cultural significance of ahstperty,

then, is sigificance derived from the role the property plays in a community's historically rooted beliefs,
customs, and practices. Cultural resources can include TCPs, such as gathering areas, landmarks, and
ethnographic locations, in addith to archaeological distts. Generally, a TCP may consist of a single

site, or group of associated archaeological sites (district or traditional cultural landscape), or an area of
cultural/ethnographic importance.

In California, he Traditional TribaCultural Places Bill of @8 requires local governments to consult with
Native American Tribes during the project planning process, specifically before adopting or amending a
General Plan or a Specific Plan, or when designating land as open space foptheemf protecting

Native American cultural places. The intent of this legislation is to encourage consultation and assist in
the preservation of Native American places of prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, and
ceremonial importance. Statkssembly Bill (AB) 52 fe€tive July 1, 2015, introduced the Tribal Cultural
Resource (TCR) as a class of cultural resourcenanducedadditional considerations relating to Native
American consultation into CEQAs a general concept, a TCR is sirtiléhe federally defined CP;

however, it incorporates consideration of local and state significance and required mitigation under
CEQA. A TCR may be considered significant if included in a local or state register of historical resources;
or determined ly the lead agency to beggiificant pursuant to criteria set forth IRRG5024.1; or is a
geographically defined cultural landscape that meets one or more of these criteria; or is a historical

HELIX
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resource described iIRRG21084.1, a unique archaeologicasoeirce describe®R&E2108.2; or is a
non-unique archaeological resource if it conforms with the above criteria.

2.0 PROJECT SETTING

2.1 NATURAL SETTING

The projectalignmentliesat the eastern base of the Santa Aaad Elsinorenountains, andalong the

east side of the Murrieta Creekalnage Theprojectarea is essentially flat bubntainsa series ofow
hillsat the southern end. [Evations rangingfrom approximatelyl,190to 1,300feet (ft.) above mean

sea levelThe climate of western Riverside County is characterizedsamiarid environment with low
humidity and rainfall. Almost all rainfall occurs in the winter, but the region can also experience rare,
intensesummer thunderstorms. Wind is also a strong featof this climatic regime, with dry winds in
excess of 25 miles péour in the late winter and early spring (National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration [NOAA] 2014). Currently, the projeittinityis characterized predominantly by urban
developmen comprised ofadjacentfreewayinfrastructure othertransportationinfrastructure and
residential, recreational/commercial, and industrial development.

Geologically, the project area is underlainlate Pleistocendo Holocene aggyoungalluvial chanel or
valleydeposits consisting of fluvial sediments depositédoihg canyonor valleyfloors. They consist of
unconsolidated sand, silt, and clagaring alluvium. Also preseat several points along the alignment
are outcrops of oler surficial deposi ofmiddle to early Pleistocengge alluvial channel deposits
conssting of fluvial sediments depositedongcanyonor valleyfloors. When present \ithin the project
alignment theseolder deposits consist of a member of the Pauba Formation containing brown,
moderately welindurated, crossedded sandstone with sparselible-to-boulder conglomerate beds
(Kennedy and Morton n.d.yhiletheseolder, alluvial Pauba Formatiodepositsoccur dongthe
eastern and western sides of the Murrieta Créxdd and the nearby foothills alondné baseof the
SantaAna and Elsinormountainsto the west and the mountains to the easihe mountainghemselves
consistmostlyof granitic rocks dating to th€retaceous Perigdnd metavolcanics and
metasedimentary rockef the Bedford Canyon Formatiogiating to the Jurassieeriod (Kenned and
Morton n.d.;Rogers 1965Fan and Kennedy 200@ixsoil series are mapped for the projeadtgnment
Hanford coarsesandy loam2 to 8 percent slopesSan Timoteo loam, 8 to 25 percent slopadington
and Green fine sandy loantsto 8 percent sbpes, erodedGreenfield sandy loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes,
eroded; Chino silt loam, drained; and Monserate salodyn, 8 to 15 percent slopes, erodetbgether,
the Hanford coarse sandy loar to 8 percent slopesnd theSan Timoteo loam, 8 to 25 perdesiopes
represent approximately@percent of the soilén the project alignmenf{Web Soil Survey n.d.)

Prehigorically, the natural vegetation in therojectarea likely consistedf riparian vegetation along the
Murrieta Creek drainagand mostly coatal sage scrub and native grasslamadjacent hill areas with
chaparral in the upper elevations of the adjacemtuntains Prior to historic and modern activities,
well-watered drainages such as Murrieta Creek likely contained stands of ripagataion, with

plants such as western sycamoRdgtanus racemogaFremont cottonwoodRopulus fremontji coast
live oak Quercus agrifolipand willow Galixsp.) Native grassland plants inclu&ipa, Elymus, Poand
Muhlenbergia Hants of the coastal gg scrub communitincludeCalifornia sagebrusi\(temisia
californicg, white sag€Salvia apianp flat-top buckvheat Eriogonunfasciculatum, broom baccharis
(Baccharis sarothroidgswild onion Allium haematochitop laurel sumacMalosma lauring, &n Diego
sunflower Bahiopsis laciniafa goldenyarrow Eriophyllum confertiflorui sawtooth goldenbush
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(Hazardia squarrogayucca YuccaschidigeraHesperoyucca whippleiprickly pear cactugpuntiasp.),
and scrub oakQ@uercus dumogdHall 2007Munz 1974). Major wildlife species found in this
environment prehistorically were gote (Canis latrang mule deer Qdocoileus hemionisgrizzly bear
(Ursus arctoy mountain lion Puma concolgr desert cottontail Sylvilagus audubopiijackrabbit Lepts
californicu3; and various rodents, the most notable of which are the valley giogpher Thomomys
bottae), California ground squirreDospermophilus beechéyand dusky footed woodraNgotoma
fuscipe$ (Head 1972). Desert cottontails, jackrablbétisg rodents were very important to the
prehistoric diet; deer were somewhéss gynificant for food, but were an important source of leather,
bone, and antler. Many of the plaaihd animakpecies naturally occurring in tipeojectvicinity are
known tohave been used by native populations for food, medicine, tools, ceremonial ard ughs
(Bean and Siva Saubel 1972; Bean and Shipek Cari8tenson 1990; Hedges and Beresford 1986;
Luomala 1978; Sparkman 190Blurrieta Creek would likely have mades$h water easily accessible to
native populations living in the area.

2.2 CULTURAL SETTING

221 Prehistoric Period

Moratto (1984) has previously defined eight archaeological regions and 16 subregions for California. The
location of theproject places it within thdvoundary of the San Diego subregion of the Southern Coast
Region, butt is also located adjacent to the boundary with the Colorado River subregion of the Desert
Region (Moratto 1984: 148, Figure 4.1Bje following culture history outlines and brieflysteibes the

known prehistoriccultural Traditions and chronology ofdwaeological sites in the vicinity of tipeoject.

The approximately 10,000 years of documented prehistory of the region has often been divided into
three periods: Early Prehistoric Rati(San Dieguito Tradition/complex), Archaic Period (Milling Stone
Horizon, Encinitas Tradition, La Jolla and Pauma complexes), and Late Prehistoric Period (San Luis Rey
complex).

Prior to 1984, when Moratto defined the San Diego subregion, little arcbgaall investigation had
occurred in the westernmost Riverside and 8&mnardino counties portion of this subregion. This
paucity of arcleological information limited the ability of researchers to assess the cultural and
temporal associations for the draeological resources in this part of the subregione of the few edy
studies tooccur in this area prior to 1984 was conducted near Temecula in the early the 1950s at a site
identified as the ethnohistoric village ®@mekuMcCown 1955). The investigon produced a

substantial, primarily Late Prehistoric Period, adifassemblage, but with some possible late Archaic
materials as well. Another study, conducted in the 1970s, for the construction of the Perris Reservoir
0hQ/ 2yyStt Sdonsiktdddf invegtigaiichs af vl sites and was, perhaps, the mos
extensive study conducted in the area prior to 1984. The results, which included several radiocarbon
dates, indicated a predominanace occupation at the sites during the Late Prehigtd’eriod, after

AD1500, but with some limited evidence for occupatias early 380 B.(Bettinger 1974:15962).
Duringthe last approximatelB5years since 1984, several substantial archaeological studies have
occurred that have served to substanlyghugment the archaeological record for the area .(&Agplied
EarthWorks,Inc. 2001 Grenda 199Y. Based on the information provided by these and other
subsequent studies in the area, Sutton and Gardner (2010) and others have recently begun tahaefine t
prehistory of this area of the San Diego subregion and how itfitgth the previously betteknown

areas of the subregio.he three chronological periods defined for the prehistory of the San Diego
subregion are described below.
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2211 Early Prehistoric P eriod

The Early Prehistoric Period represents the time of the entraftie first known human inhabitants

into California. In some areas of California, it is referred to as the fadiéan period and is associated
with the BigGameHunting activities ofhe peoples of the last Ice Age occurring during the Terminal
Pleistaene (prel0,000 years ago) and the Early Holocene (beginning circa 10,000 years ago) (Erlandson
1994, 1997; Erlandson et al. 2007). In whestern United States, the most substantialdance for the
Paleclindianor BigGameHunting peoples, derives frofinds of large fluted spear and projectile points
(FlutedPoint Tradition) at sites in places such as Clovis and Folsom in the Great Basin and the Desert
Southwest (Moratto 1984:7@88). In California, most of the evidence for the Flufeédint Tradition

derives principally from areas along the western margins of the Great Badlinding the eastern

Sierras and the Mojave Desert, and in the south@emtral Valley (Dillon 2002; Rondeawakt2007).
Elsewhere in California, with the exception of a sitehemorth coast ranges in northwestern California,
CALAKS36, only isolated occurrences of fluted spear points have occurred, scattered around the state
(Dillon 2002; Rondeau et al. 200These isolated occurrences hakewever, included two fluted

pointsor fluted point fragments recently discovered in, or in close proximity to, the San Diego
subregion; one in the mountainous eastern area of San Diego County approxiditeiles to tre
southeast of theProject aregKline and Kline 2007) amghother alang the coast approximate4 miles

to the westof the Project area in adjacent OranGeunty (Fitzgerald and Rondeau 2012). Two examples
have also been discovered to the south in Balf@nia (Des Lauriers 2008; Hyland and Gutierrez
1995). Despite thasisolated occurrences of fluted points in the San Diego subregion and Baja
California, none have been found, to date, in the western Riverside or San Bernardino counties area
(Dillon 2@2; Rondeau et al. 2007).

The earliest sites in the San Diego subregion, documented to be over 9,000 years old, belong to the San
DieguitoTradition (Warren et al 1998; Warren and Ore 2011). Sae Dieguito Tradition, with an

artifact assemblage distinftom that of the Fluted Piot Tradition, has been documented mostly in the
coastal and near coastal areas in San Diego County (Carrico et al. 1993; Rogers 1966; True and Bouey
1990; Warren 1966; Warren and True 1961), as well as in the southeastermrCalifeserts (Rogers
1939,1966; Warren 1967). Theontent of the earliest component of the C.W. Harris Site SOA
149/316/4935B), located along the San Dieguito River in San Diego County, formed the basis upon which
Warrenand others (Rogers 1966; Vaaghl982; Warren 1966, 196Warren and True 1961) identified

GKS a{ly 5AS3dAaG2 O2YLX SEZ¢ S6KAOK 2} NNByYy €I G§SNI NB
Tradition is characterized by an artifact inventory consisting almost entirely of flaked biface and

scraping tod, but lacking the fluted points associated with the FluRamint Tradition. Diagnostic

artifact types and categories associated with the San Dieguito Tradition include elongated bifacial

knives; scraping tools; crescentics; &@itver Lake, Lake Mojaveydhleatshaped projectile points

(Rogers 1939; Warren 1967; Knell and Becker 2@&bie researchers interpret the San Dieguito
Tradition/complex as having a primarilgut not exclusively, hunting subsistence orientation, but

sufficiently huntingorientedas to be distinct from the more gatheriragiented complexes of traits that

were to follow in the Archaic PeriqiiVarren 1968; Warren et al. 1998). Other researchers see the San
Dieguito subsistence system as less focused omitgirand more diversifiedand, therefore, possibly

ancestral to, or a developmental stage for, the subsequent, predominantly gatherigigted, Encinitas

¢CNI RAGAZ2YS RSY23SR Ay GKS {ty 5AS532 LORFEzdl I & GKS &
1987; Gallegos 1985, 1981P91; Koerper et al. 1991). While little definite evidence for the San Dieguito
Tradition has been discovered in other coastal and foeastal areas of southern California outside of

San Diego Countgpme evidence for thasbeen recently discovered the eastern Mountains of
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SanDiegoCounty (Pigniolo 2005) and in a coastal area to the north in Los Angeles County (Sutton and
Grenda 2012).

2.2.1.2 Archaic Period

During the subsequent Archaic Period, artifact assemblages of thegviiitone Horizon/Encinitas

Tradition occur at a range of coastal and adjacent inland sites, and, in contrast to those of the previous
Early Prehistoric Period, are relatively common in the study area region. These assemblages appear to
indicate that a relavely stable, sedentary, pdominantly gathering complex, possibly associated with

one peoplewas present in the coastal and immediately inland areas of southern California for more
than 7,000 years (Grenda 1997; Sutton and Gardner 2010; Warren 196&n/¢aial. 1998).

Warren hagproposed that, during the Archaic Period in the south coastal region, the Encinitas Tradition
began circa 8,500 years ago and extended essentially unchanged until circa 1,500 years ago (Warren
1968:2; Warren et al. 1998). Alstyring the Archaic Period ithe coastal region, beginning somleere

north of San Diego and extending to Santa Barbara, a fourth cultural assemblage, variously described as
the IntermediateHorizon (Wallace 195%r Campbell Tradition/farren 1968), habeen delineated and
distingushed, following the Milling Stone Horizon/Encinitas Tradition. This assemblage is distinguished
from earlier Archaic assemblages by the presence of large projectile points and milling tools such as the
mortar and pestle. The timperiod of thisassemblagés viewed as beginning circa 4,800 years ago and
continuing to as late as 1,300 years ago (Warren 1968). While still a matter of some debate, Warren and
others (1998) have subsequently termed the time period encompassing thaetedtéhe Intermediate/
Canpbell cultural assemblage, in tls®uthernmost coastal region, as the Final Archaic Period.

In the western Riverside County area, archaeological investigations conducted in Perris Valley for the
Perris Reservoproject produceda single radiocarbon datef girca 2200 years before present (BP) and

a few diagnostic artifacts as the only evidence for a late Archaic Period occupation at the archaeological
sites investigated (Bettinger 1974:1882). More recently, largecale archadogical investigations
havebeen conducted for the Eastside Reservoir (Diamond Valley Lake) Project, located approximately
12 miles northeast of the study area. This project involved construction, within the adjacent Domenigoni
and Diamond valleys, of tHeiamond Valley Lake reseivand the associated Eastside Reservoir Project
(Goldberg 2001Robinson 2001l Based on the results from this project, the researchers developed a
local chronology specific to the Domenigoni and Diamond valleys based on pegjednt style changes
andassociated radiocarbon dates (Robinson 2001). The terminology in this chronology resembles that
already presented abovsvith the period from 9,500 to 7,000 years ago designated as the Early Archaic
period, the period from 7,00@® 4,000 years ago as tiiddle Archaic, and the period from 4,000 to
1,500years ago as the Late Archaic. In the Eastside Reservoir Project, only two components could be
firmly dated to the Early Archaic, but sparse evidence of Early Archaic actigityote in six other

localties. One site did, however, produce two radiocarbon dates of 9190+50 and 9310+60 BP
(McDougall 2001). For the Middle Archaic, firm evidence was documented in 14 locations, with other
traces at four other sites. During the LateclAaic, a profusion of aefity and occupation was evident,

with 23 firmly dated site components and sparse evidence at eight other localities (Goldberg 2001:524).

Another archaeological investigation conducted in the vicinity of the project area hagrathaced

evidence for prelstoric occupation in the western Riverside County region during the earliest part of

the Archaic Period. This investigation occurred at Lake Elsinore, located approxshatélgs to the
northwest of the study area (Grenda9B). This natural lake iggated in a faulicreated basin whose
principal source of water in prehistoric times was the San Jacinto River (Grenda 1997:3). Archaeological

HELIX

Environmental Planning




PalomarStreetPhase | Improvements ProjgcMay 2020

investigations conducted at a site located along the old lake shoreline indicategaimm as early as

8,500years ago (Grenda 1997). Thus, prehistoccupation during the Archaic Period in the study area

vicinity is documented to have occurred possibly as early as 9,300 years ago, and remained present to

the end of the period, approxiately 1,500 years ago. Wiithis temporal extent correlates with

2 NNBYyQa 2NRIAAYIf LINRLRASR SEGSYld 2F GKS 9y OAyAGl
Tradition as being a relatively stable, sedentary, predominantly gathering compkesibly associated

with onepeople, and with an extent mosthestricted to the San Diego County area, may now, based on

new information available, be subject to some revision (cf. Sutton and Gardner 2010).

2.2.1.3 Late Prehistoric Period

The beginning of the Laterehistoric Period, circh 500 years ago, is seen as marked by a number of

rather abrupt changes. The magnitude of these changes and the short period of time within which they
took place are reflected in significant alteration of previous subsistencetipes and the adoption of
significant new technologies. As discussed further below, some of this change may have been as a result
of significant variations in the climatic conditions. Subsistence and technological changes that occurred
include a shift fran hunting using atlatl andart to the bow and arrow; a demphasizing of shellfish

gathering along some areas of the coast (possibly due to siftin§the coastal lagoons); and an

increase in the storage of crops, such as acorns and pinyon nuts. i@theraits introduced durig the

Late Prehistoric Period include the production of pottery and cremation of the dewtj,locally, in the

western Riverside County area, a shift in settlement pattern is apparent (cf. Wilke 1974).

This shift in settlemensifirst noted during the ady part of the period from 1,500 to 750 years ago, and

is evidenced, locally, in the results from the Eastside Reservoir Project by a rather sudden decline in
occupation in the local area during the initial part of the periduisT750year period was taned by the
9FraitaARS wSaSNIW2ANI NBaSFNOKSNE a GKS {FNXd23F {LJ
terminology. This period can also be seen to partially coincide with a warm and arid period known as the
Medieval Warm Peod, documented to have oacred between approximately 1,100 and 600 years ago
(Jones et al. 1999; Kennett and Kennett 2000; Stine 1994). During this period, at least two episodes of
severe drought have also been demonstrated, the first calibrated to betvl®60 and 840 BP and the
second between 740 and 650 BP (Goldberg 2001; Stine 1994). Goldberg (2001) hypothesized that the
Medieval Warm Period could account for the decline in sites occurring in the Eastside Reservoir Project
area during the Saratoga $mys Period (1500 to 750 BRlaiming that desert and inland areas of

western Riverside County, such as where the Eastside Reservoir Project and the current study area are
located, would no longer be suitable to support residential bases. Goldberg @00®r hypothesized

that settlements would possibly be clustered at more suitable water sources during this time, such as at
the coast, Lake Cahuilla, or Lake Elsinore (cf. Wilke 1974). \Wieitdise was noted during the initial

part of the Saratog&pings Period, subsequentlgiuring the latter part of the period, during the time of

the Medieval Warm Period, a reoccupation began to occur (Goldberg 2001:578). According to Goldberg
G2 KSy O2YLRySyida RIFiAy3 (2 GKS aSgP8idilate 21 Ny aS3ay
segregated ad combined with Medieval Warm components from the Late Prehistoric Period, it shows
that the frequency of refuse deposits and artifact and toolstone caches during the Medieval Warm is
slightly higher than during the Late Archaitd much higher than durgnthe later portion of the Late
Prehistoric Period (2001:578).

In the Eastside Reservoir Project, the Late Prehistoric Period was defined as extending from the end of
the Saratoga Springs Period (750 BP) to 410 BP. A subsegotiftoric Period was atsdefined as
extending from 410 to 150 BP. The Late PrehistoricqZ50 BP) was characterized by the presence of
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Cottonwood points, although research indicated that Cottonwood points had actually begun to appear
in the Eastsid&keservoir Project study ameas early as 950 BP. Ceramics and abundant ob&idgan

to appear around the time of the Cabrillo exploration in AD 1542 and so this date (i.e., circa 410 BP),
until the establishment of the mission system in the late 1700ss wefined as the Protohistic Period
(Robinson 2001). It should also be noted that the end of the Saratoga Springs Period and the beginning
of the Late Prehistoric Period, 750 BP, also coincides with the onset of the Little Ice Age, generally dated
from 750 to 150 BP (Goldberg 2005utton et al. 2007Puring this period, the climate was cooler and
moister, and the siteglentified within the Eastside Reservoir Project study area reflected a substantial
increase in number and diversity, longer occupapeniods, and more sedentaland use. Similar
intensification of land use also occurred during this time in neighboring San Gorgonio Pass @ean et
1991), and Perris Valley (Wilke 1974).

2.2.2 Ethnohistory

While some ethnographers place the area of the peojgithin, oradjacent to a transitional area
between two related cultural groups, the Cahuilla and Luisefio (Bean 1972, 1978; Bean and Shipek
1978), Kroeber places it firmly within the traditional terrgoof the Luisefio people (1925: Plate 57). The
Luiséio and Cahuilla, along with the Gabrielino, Juanefio, and Cupefio, compriGephe group of the
Takic subfamily of the Utztecanlinguistic stock (Bean and Vane 1979; Miller 1986; Shipley 1978).

The nane Luisefo derives from Mission San Luis Réyraeia and has been used to refer to the Native
people associated with the mission. The Luisefio followed a seasonal gathering cycle, with bands
occupying a series of campsites within their territory (Beath 8hipek 1978; White 1963). The Luisefio
lived in sentsedentary villages usually located along major drainages, in valley bottoms, and also on the
coastal strand, with each family controlling gathering areas (Bean and Shipek 1978; Sparkman 1908;
White 1963. True (1990) has indicated that the predominantedtmnining factor forplacement of

villages and campsites was locations where water was readily avajablerably on a yearound

basis. While most of the major Luisefio villages known ethnographieatly located closer to the coast
along the Santa Maarita River Valley and the San Luis Rey River Valley (Bean and Shipek 1978; Kroeber
1925; White 1963), Kroeber does indicate general locations for three Luisefio villages in more inland
areas. He placese village oPanachean proximity to Lake Elsino@nd the confluencef the San

Jacinto River and Temescal Creek, approximateiyiles tothe northwestof the project area, and the
villages ofTemekuandMehain the vicinity of the confluence of thepper Santa Margarita River

Murrieta Creekand Temeula Creek, approximatehine miles to the south of the projearea (Kroeber

1925: Plate 57; McCown 1955:1).

It must be noted that interpretation by archaeologists and linguistic anthropologists rffay fdlom the
beliefs and traditional knowledge dfi¢ Luisefio people. The Luisefio creation story indicates that the
Luisefio people have always been here, not migrating from elsewhere. The creation story of the

Pechanga Band of the Luisefio tells thattfe Nt R g1 & ONBFGSR i ¢SYSOdz | ¢

people] moved to a placealled Nachiivo Pomiisavo, but it was too small, so they moved to a place
Ottt SR WSEGI ¢8SYSS|1dzZQ (Kraa LI OS &2dz 1y26 y26
iNRINJ] yS&aa 65 dz 2Zardorad@pdid). ddditiahal lLuBekidstory tells of a great flood, and
the people went to higher ground, where they were saved. The San Luis Rey Band say that this higher
ground where the people were saved is Morro Hillm&d_uisefio informants indicated the place in this
story is a hill just east of Highway 395 in the San Luis Rey River Valley (Cupples and Hedges 1977).
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2.2.3 Historical Background
2231 Spanish Period

The beginning of the historic period in south&Zalifornia is generally given as 1769. In the-mid
eighteenthcentury,Spain had escalated its involvementias CaliforniaBom exploration to

colonization (Weber 1992) and in that year, a Spanish expedition headed by Gaspar de Portola and
Junipero Serrastablished the Royal Presidio of San Diego. Portola then travetéu from San Diego
seeking suitable locations to establish military presidios and religious missions in order to extend the
Spanish Empire into Alta California.

The first Spaniard to visvhat is now Riverside County was Don Pedro Fages, the commantther aan

Diego presidio, in 1772. In the pursuit of deserted soldiers, Fages traveled from San Diego east to the
desert in Imperial County then northwest through the San Jacinto Moungaidghe San Jacinto Valley

towards Riverside (Lech 2004). Howevbeg first documented Spanish contact was by Spanish military

captain Juan Bautista de Anza who led expeditions in 1774 and 1775 from Sonora to Monterey (Bolton
1930). Anza embarked on thwitial expedition to explore a land route northward through Califarn

from Sonora, with the second expedition bringing settlers across the land route to strengthen the
O2ft2yAT I GAZ2Y 2F {ly CNIyOAaldz2z owz2f f &insndihveest d y §
through the San Jacinto Valley, which was nalid W 8 S¢é¢ o0& ! yIi & [AGGES R2 d
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into the newly colonized Alta Califia (Lech 2004).

Although Riverside County proved to be too faaim to include any missions within its limits, Missions

San Juan Capistrano and San Luis Rey de Francia, established in 1776 and 1798 respectively, claimed a
large part of southwestern Rerside County, and the Temecula Valley became a major grain producer

for Mission San Luis Rey. The Spanish missions did not have as direct an effect on Native people residing
in the inland areas of Riverside County as they did on the Luisefio who livepthéroast (Bean 1978).

On the coast, the Luiseiio were moved inbe tMission environmenwhere living conditions and

diseases promoted the decline of the Luisefio population (Bean and Shipek 1978). However, throughout
the Spanish Period, the influence of the Spanish progressively spread further from the coast and into th
inland areas of soudrn California, as the missions extended their influence and used the lands for

grazing cattle and other animals.

In the 1810s, ranchos and mission outposts cadlgidtenciasvere established, increasing the amount

of Spanish cont in the region. An astencia was established in Pala in 1818 and in San Bernardino in
1819. In 1820, Father Payeras, a senior mission official, promoted the idea that the San Bernardino and
Palaasistenciadpe developed into full missions in order tat@slish an inland missin system (Lech

2004). However, Mexico won its independence from Spain in 1821, bringing an end to the Spanish
Period in California.

2.2.3.2 Mexican Period

Although Mexico gained its independence from Spain in 1821, Spanish patternsioé eultl influence
remaned for a time. The missions continued to operate as they had in the past, and laws governing the
distribution of land were also retained in the 1826wever, during the Mexican period, the focus of

the Mexican government slowly tned from the missioning, to the settling, of Californi&ollowing
secularization of the missions in 1834, large ranchos were granted to prominent ancbvwed#cted
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individuals, ushering in the Rancho Endluencingsocietyto transition from one dormated by the

church anl the military to a more civilian population, with people living on ranchos or in pueblos. With
the numerous new ranchos in private hands, cattle ranching expanded and prevailed over agricultural
activities.The project is within théa Laguna Rancho, whin 1844was granted to Julian Manriquez by
Governor Manuel Micheltorena.

In order to facilitate travel and communication, Mexican officials opened up several trails in the 1820s
The Sonora Traiklso known as the Southern Emigrdmail,was opened irorder to facilitate travel

from Sonora into California. This rowgaabled the first influx of settlers into the region and in 1826
became the official mail route between California and Mexico. The Southern Emigramai redtth
through Temeculand theproject area, and then northwarthrough Temescal Valley to Mission San
Gabriel and Los Angeles.

2.2.3.3 American Period

American governance began in 1848, when Mexico signed the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, ceding

California to the Unite®tates at the conclusioof the Mexicag! YSNA OFy 2 F NX» / I f AT2 Ny A
by the United States substantially increased the growth of the population in California. The California

gold rush, the end of the Civil War, and the passage of the Homestedm@etmenting the Unitd

{G1rdiSaqQ YIyAFSald RSaitAye G2 200dzk FyR SELX2AG (K
California after 1848. The increase in American and European populations quickly overwhelmed many of

the Spanish and Mexican cultliteaditions, and gredy increased the rate of population decline among

Native American communities.

Southern California was developed by Americans and other immigrants who migrated to the western
frontier in pursuit of gold and other mining, agricultuteade, and land specation (Lech 2004). This
population growth within southern California during the early years ofAheerican Period also brought
a need for mail and freight travel. In 1857, John Butterfield was awardedyaasixcontract to transpar
mail twice a week beteen St. Louis, Missouri, and San Francisco, California (Helmich 20iaghg the
Southern Emigrant Trail, tHgutterfield Overland Stag®oute traveled from Yuma through Warner
Springs and Temecula, and then up through Temasalidy to Chino, and #n to Los Angelesn 1858,

the Rancho La Lagumaas sold to Augustin Machado, who built an adobe on the northwest sitdakef
Elsinore (then known as La Lagynshich became a stop for the stage route (Lech 2004).

To the south othe project area,he Bizi § SNFA St R h@SNIlyR {GF3S NRdziS KU
the Spanish word for cottonwoods, in Murrieta, as well as a stop in Temdgugm(di n.d.). Local mail

routes within southern California were also developed begigminthe 1850s, such #se line begun in

1852 by Phineas Banning between Los Angeles and San Diego (Stott 19883, fomlinson & Co.

briefly operated a daily mail route from Tucson, Arizona to Los Angeles via San Diego and San

Bernardino (Stott 1968although after onlydur months the company had lost $12,000 and

discontinued service (Mills 1957). In 1867, the U.S. Mail Company sent weekly stages that ran between

San Diego and San Bernardiand in 1859pneof i K S NB 3 post gfie&was dtabBsiiedn

Temecula

In the fall of 1880, Frank Kimball signed an agreement with the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad
(Santa Fefo build a railway line running from San Diego to Barstow that would run adjacent to Lake
Elsinore (La Lagunai.the early 1880s, the California Southern Railway, a subsidiary of the Santa Fe,
was completed and allowed for travel through the Cajon Pass to Barstow to a junction of the Atlantic
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and Pacific Railroad, and down to San Diego through western Riveaidg/Qn 1883, Franklin Heald

and his partners, William Collier and Donald Graham, purchased the Rancho La Laguna, except for
500acresthat remained2 6 Y SR 6& GKS al OKIFIR2 FlFIYAfédd LY myypszs |/
interestof the southern porin ofthe La Laguna Ranchand grant

In 1887, Santa Fe officials consolidated their family of railroads in southern California, forming the
California Central Railway. Although the California Southern remained an individual subsidiary at that
time, it cansolicated with the California Central Railway and the Redondo Beach Railway two years later
in 1889. The resulting corporation was the Southern California Railway Company, wholly owned by
Santa Fe (Price 1988). In 1906 all of lines of Southern CaliRaiti@y Company were deeded to the
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company.

2.2.34 Wildomar

As described abovehé Southern Emigrant Tradind later,the Butterfield Overland Stageoute had
originallytraveledthrough the Wildomar area, heading northwesbm the Murrieta and Temecula

outposts, and then later, th€alifornia SoutherRailroad! ¥ 4§ SNJ 6dz2 Ay 3 2dzi | St RQa
Laguna Ranchand grantin 1885, he townsite of Wildomar wa®unded by Collieand Graham along

with Margaret Collier Gradm, wife of Graham and sister of Collier (City of Wildomar nTthg name

2Af R2YFNJ Aa + O2Y0AYyl lileynwashaidiolt 6n bdtieay6Rie Mlrcad v I YS & @
YR T ROSNIAASR a4 G¢KS wPladiNRI R ¢2¢6y 2F GKS [F1S

TheWildomar School, Wildomar Post Office, and a California Southern train station were established by
1886. The founders also established Wildomar Hotel to accommodate prospective s@tignam and

/| 2f t ASNJ SYLIKLI aAl S G RIGY ¢2 A SRAMIRNINTad drifsdinefsde D

Plate 3. The advertisement highlights the following features of the new town with the following
statement:

aLd KFra I wkrAfNRIR® LG KFa F {aGFdABWasa LG KIF & I
Telegraph @ice. It has @ost office It has two stores, and more coming. A Hotel well filled, a

Blacksmith Shop, A Carpenter Shop, two Lumber Yards, a dozen busy Carpenters, a Brick Kiln,

two Masons and Plasters, a Milliner, A Dressmakerewddaper, a Livery Sike, Real Estate

Offices, School, Church, Public Library, Pure Mountain Water piped to every house, Perfect

I fTAYFGSET wA OK Qrahdnfald Colleyn3l.)./ 2 dzy G NB ¢ 0O

Despite thdiveness of the communityVildomardeveloped primaty asa rural agriculiiral town that
attracted settlers who were looking to establish productive farms and ranches in California (Cashman
2010:78; City of Wildomar n.d.Ranches and farms in Wildomar produced honey, congoages,
apricots, olives, turys, cattle, rabbit, ad dairyproducts Settlers constructed singfamily dwellings

and infrastructure on their farms and ranches to accommodate their families, livestock, and farming
operations. Horse ranches were also founded in Wildomar includinghRdrartunado, Rafter Ranch,
Archer Ranch, and Circle H Ranch (Cashman 2010).
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Plate 1 Wildomar settlement advertisement, circa 1887. Note Palomar Avenue on the far right.
Courtesy of the City of Wildomar.

In 1890, Wildomar was described as such:

This is a beautiful and tiving village, wellvatered, and on soil admirably adapted for citrus
fruit growing. It has a good school, and good churches, the Presbyterian and the Society of
Friends owning church buildings. There is a mail twice daily cadrtdth and wagonmaker, dn

three stores carrying general merchandise. The people are industrious and kelas (
Publishing Compari890).
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Unfortunately, due to severe damage to the railraduk to numerous washouts in a relatively short

time, railway sevice from Wildomar and Teecula south to San Diego was sHored. After floods in

1884 andl891 destroyed the track in Temecula Canyon, the California Southern line discontinued
service to San Diego, leaving Temecula at the end of a brandiCksbman 2010). Later, in 198%¢

last train went through Wildomar; the Temecula station closed in that year, and Lake Elsinore became
the end of the line (Barnett et al. 2012).

While the 1930s saw the end of the railroad through Wildomar, roadways bedacreasingly

important. What ismow Palomar Street was designated as Highway 71, which in turn was signed as U.S
Highway 395 in 1935. U.S. Highv@®p was a major early automobile highway connecting southern and
northern California. Thaighway ran thraigh Wildomayrand gas stations, staurants, and hotels were
constructed along it to accommodate travelers passing through town, boosting the local economy
(Cashman 2010).

Anew parallehighway connecting Temecula to Riverside was constructed in thel#0s andin the
early 1980s, aostruction began oiinterstate (+) 15, upgradingJ.S. Highway 396 Interstate
StandardsDespite the long presence of the highway, the Wildomar community remained largely rural
and agricultural until the construction ¢fL5. The new multiple lane intstate replaced the windy two
lane highway, making the area more accessible. The new interstate triggered a massive population
growth in the communities of Wildomar, Temecula, Murrieta, and Lake Elsinore. New tract housing
developments and shopping centexgre constructed in along Palomar Street in the 1980s and 1990s.
Wildomar was incorporated as a City in 2008 (Cashman 2010:97).

3.0 ARCHIVAL RESEARCH AN CONTACT PROGRAM
3.1 RECORDS SEARCH

HELDstaff conducteda record search dhe California Historical Resousctnformation System (CHRIS)
at the Easterninformation Cente(EIC), University of California, RiversideNovemberl2, 2019 The
records search covered a omgile radius around the project asandincluded the identiitation of
previously recorded cultral resources and locations and citations for previous cultural resources
studies.TheNRHP, CRH&nhd the state Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) historic properties
directorieswere alsoconsulted The records search summary and nzap included ag\ppendixB
(Confidential Appendices, bound separajely

3.1.1 Previous Surveys

The records search results identifi88 previous cultural resource studies within the record search limits
(Tablel, Previous SidiesWithin One Mile of the Project Ared&ightythree of the studies included field
work consisting of either surveys or site visits, in addition to literature and record seaosteestudy
included archaeologicaturface collection and testingnotherconsisted ofirchaeologicalest
investigations andnonitoring three consisted of a mitigation monitoring reporead one consisted of

an architectural and evaluation study of built environment resourEgghtof the studies encompassed

all or a portio of the project alignment (see Table 1).
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Table 1
PREVIOUS STUDIES WITHIN ONE MILE OF THE PROJECT AREA

Report

Year Author Report Title
Number
RF00346 1984 SalpasJean A. Mitigation of Archaeological Sites on Tract 14836 ar
Tract 14889 Arc®evelopment/Joaquin Ranch
RF00349 1978 ChacePaul G. An Arclaeological Survey of the Joaquin Ranch
(Tentative Tract # 10,459) in the County of Riverside
California
RFO0350 1989 Drover,Christopher E. Environmental Impact Evaluation: Anchaeological
Assessment of Joaquin Ranch, Riverside County,
California
RFO0351 1989 Arkush Brooke S. Letter Report: Archaeological Monitoring of Grading
Tracts 21370, 21371, and 24342
RH00352 1989 Arkush Brooke S. Environmental ImpadEvaluation: An Archaeological
Assessment of 5 Acres Within Tentative Tract 2137(
LocatedNorthwest of Murrieta in Southwestern
Riverside County, California
RF00354 1990 Beer, Robert M, and Letter Report: Archaeological Resceirsssessment
Nancy A. Whitney Bear Creek Project Tract No. 23879
Desautels
RH00508 1978 Wilmoth, Stan EnvironmenthImpact Evaluation: Archaeological
Assessment of Tentative Tract Map 11495, Near
Wildomar, Riverside County, California
RH00562 1979 Bowles Larry L.and An Archaeological Assessment of Parcel 13, 290
Jean A. Salpas
RFO0663 1979 Oxendine Joan A Repat of an Archaeological Survey of 40 Acres at
the intersection of Washington Avenue and Magnoli
Street, Murrieta, California
RF01246 1981 Davis Alan Environmental Impact Evaluation: An Archaeologica
Assessment of Tentative Parcel 17625, Northwest a
Murrieta in Riverside County, California
RI01634 1983 Swenson, James ,[and An Archaeological AssessmaiflTentative Parcel
Daniel McCarthy 18986 Wildomar Areaf Southwestern Riverside
County, California
RF01720 1983 McCarthy, Daniel F. An Archaeolgical Assessmeffior Changeof Zone
4015, Rancho California ArefiRiverside County,
California
RF01769 1984 McCarthy, Daniel F. An Archaeological Assessmerft-our Proposed Flood
Control Projects Near Wildomar, Riverside County,
California
RF02028 1986 Del Chario, K.C. Archaeological Resource Assessnwitentative
Tract Map 21691, Near Murrieta, Riverside County,
California
R-02114 1987 Keller, Jean Salpas An Archaeological AssessmafflT Map 22346,
Riverside County, California
*RI02121 1987 Scientific Resources Archaeological Assessment ForrR.2R611

Surveys, Inc.
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Table 1(cont.)

PREVIOUS STUDIES WITHIN ONE MITHEOFROJECT AREA

Report

Year Author Report Title
Number
RF02317 1988 Keller, Jean Salpas An Archaeological AssessmeaiftVesting TTM#
23187, Riverside County, California
RF02319 1988 Scientific Resource Archaeologicahssessment FormTM# 22625
Surveys, Inc.
*RI-02508 1989 Keller, Jean S. An Archaeological Assessment of Vesting Tentative
Parcel MapNo. 24469, Riverside @unty, California
RF02535 1989 Keller, Jean S. An Archaeological Assessment of Change of Zone
5328/Plot Plan 10,893 Riverside County, California
RF02610 1989 Keller, Jean S. An Archaeological Assessment of Vesting Tentative
Tract Map 25362, Riversideahty, California
RF02888 1989 Scientific Resource Surface Collection and Tdskxcavation at the Tunstall
Surveys East and West Sites, Wildomar, Riverside County
RI03171 1990 Keller, Jean A. An Archaeological Assessment of Tentative Parcel |
26184, Rverside County, California
RF03240 1990 | Wade,SueA. Letter ReportAnArchaeological Survey of the
Tentative Map No. 25247, Wildomar Property
RH03353 1989 | Wade, Sue A. Letter ReportAn Archaeological Survey of the
Tentative Map No. 25094, Wildomardperty
RF03376 1989 Wade, Sue A. and Susan A CulturaResource Survey of the Proposed Rancha
M. Hector Temecula Effluent Pipeline from Temecula To Warn
Springs in the Elsinore Valley with Additional
Consideration of the Surface Water Discharge into
Temescal Wash
RF03496 1992 Jones & Stokes Archaeologral Survey Report for Riverside County
Associates, Inc. Murrieta Creek Flood Control Project
RI03699 1993 | White, Robert S. An Archaeological Assessment of Murrieta Line G, /
1200 Foot Daylight Channeld@culvert Situated at
the Intersection of Washington Avenue and Mgy in
Murrieta, Riverside County
RH03956 1995 White, Robert S. An Archaeological Assessment of the Wildomar MD
Lateral E Project Located in the Community of
Wildomar, Unincorporated Révside County
RI03986 1996 | White, Robert S. An Archaeological Assessment of the Senior Leisurt
Living Development Project: A 10.94 Acre Paasel
Shown on Plot Plan 14543, Wildomar, Unincorporat
Riverside County
RF04065 1997 Keller, Jean A. A Phase Cultural Resources Assessment of the Chu
of the Nazarene Site 11.23 Acres of Land Located ir
Murrieta, Riverside County, California
RF04070 1998 Love, Bruce and Bai Cultural Resources Report Water and Sewer Pipelir
"Tom" Tang Rightsof-Way and Assmated Facilities in Community
Facilities District No. 97, Near Wildomar Elsinore
Valley Municipal Water District Riverside County,
California
RF04142 1989 De Munck, Victor C. An Archaeological Assessmentad0-AcreTract of

Land Designated Tentativiegact #22555 Located in
the Widomar Area, Riverside County, Califarni
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Table 1(cont.)
PREVIOUS STUDIES WITHIN ONE MITHEIFROJECT AREA

Report Year Author Report Title
Number
RF04257 2000 Love, Bruce, Bai "Tom" | Cultural Resources Report: Tentative Tract No. 294!
Tang, and Daniel Ballest¢ City of Murrieta, Riverside County, California.
RF04259 1999 Love, Bruce, Bai "Tom" | Cultural Resources Report: Tentative Tract 29332,
Tang, Michael Hogan, an| Near the Community of Wildomar, Riverside County
Daniel Ballester California
RF04383 2000 | White, Robert S. and A Cultural Resources Assesstnein75.45Acres as
Laura S. White Shown on Tentative Tract Map 29602, City of
Murrieta, Riverside County.
RF04470 2002 Robinson, Mark C. Cultural Resources Survey and Assessment of
Approximately 10.73 Acre®ak Creek Apartment
Complex Project, Elizabeth Lane and IRqieRoad,
Wildomar, Riverside County, California
*RI-04509 2001 Keller, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of the
Palomar Street Project, 5.0 Acres of Land Near the
of Murrieta, Riverside County, California
*RI-04510 2001 Keller, Jear\. A Phase Cultural Resources Assessment of Tentati
Tract No. 29836, GPA 549/Cz6559, 16.07 Acres of |
Near the City of Murrieta, Riverside County, Califorr
RI04641 2001 Keller, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of Chang
Zone 6838,29.10 Acres of Land Located Near the Ci
of Murrieta, Riverside County, California
RF04655 2003 Keller, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of ARN &
130-015,-016, 10.46 Acres of Land in Wildomar,
Riverside County, California
RF04698 2003 Tetra Tech, Inc. A Phase | Archaeological Survey of ApproxABres
for the Stonebridge Medical Office Building, Wildom
Riverside County, California
*RI-04877 2003 Peak & Associates, Inc. | Cultural Resources Assessment of the Proposed
Temecula "lley Regional Water Reclamation Facility
Effluent Pipeline, Riverside County, California
RF04937 2003 McKenna, Jeanette A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Survey of the Depasq
Family Partnership Property (Tract 30155) in the Oa
Springs Areaf Rivergile County, California
RI04962 2004 Hoover, Anna M. and Final Report for the Phase |
Hugh Wagner Archaeological/Paleontological Survey Tract 32859,
APN 386070018, 15.6Acre Property
RH05366 2003 Keller, Jean A Phase | Cultur&esource Assessment ajri@litional
Use Permit 02101
RI05370 2004 Keller, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resource Assessment of Tentati
Tract Map 31895
RFO5378 2004 Keller, Jean A Phase | Cultural Resource Assessment of Tentati
Parcel Map 29845
RF05415 2001 Love, Bruce, Bdiom Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report,
Tang, Daniel Ballester, | Crowe Flory Property, City of Murrieta, Riverside
and Melissa Hernandez | County, @lifornia

HELIX

Environmental Planning

17



PalomarStreetPhase | Improvements ProjgcMay 2020

Table 1(cont.)

PREVIOUS STUDIES WITHIN ONE MITHEOFROJECT AREA

Report

Year Author Report Title
Number
RF05499 2001 Love, Bruce, Harry Quinr| Archaeological Testing afdonitoring Report, Copper
and Mariam Dadul Canyon Development, Portions of Tract 28677, City
Murrieta, Riverside Countyalifornia
RI05536 2005 Keller, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of Hidde
Springs Ranch APN 3800029, +£9.5 Acres of Land
NearWildomar, Riverside Countgalifornia
RIO5757 2003 Dahdul, Mariam Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report:
Tentative Tract No. 30939, @s Ranch Project Near
the City of Murrieta, Riverside County, California
RI05758 2003 Dahdul, Mariam Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report:
Tentative Tract No. 30839, Davis Ranch Project, Ne
the City of Murrieta, Riverside County, Califiarn
RH05849 2001 Love, Bruce, Bai Tang, | Historical/Archaeologicald®ources Survey Report,
Daniel Ballester, and Murrieta Ranchosl Tentative Tracts 30273 and 3030
Victoria Avalos City of Murrieta, Riverside Coun@alifornia
RH05967 2003 | Tang, Bai, Michael Hogall Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report,
Josh Smallwood, and Tentative Tract Map No. 31499, Near the Cify o
Daniel Ballester Murrieta, Riverside Countyalifornia
RI06024 2003 Tang, Bai, Michael Hogall Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report,
Casey Tibbet, and Danie| Tentative Tract Map No. 31353 and Assesdeacel
Ballester No. 369180025, Near the City of Mueta, Riverside
County,California
*RI-06030 2004 Keller, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of Tental
Tract Map 31896 Amended No. 1;4.88 Acres of
Land in Wildomar, Riverside County, Catifa
RF06033 2004 Keller, Jean A. APhase | Cultural Resources Assessment of Vestin
Tentative Parcel Map 32166,-20.20 Acres of Land ir
Wildomar, Riverside County, California
RI06170 2004 AislinKay, Marnie Letter Report: Cultural Resource Recordargh and
Site Visit Results for Cinlgu Telecommunications
Facility Candidate S236-02 (Archer Ranch), 21745
Grand Avenue, Wildomar, Riverside County, Riversi
RF06249 2004 | Tang, Bai, Michael Hogal Historical/Archaeologil Resources Survey Report:
Casey Tibbet, and John | Tentative Tract Map No. 32078, Near the City of
Eddy Murrieta, Riverside County, California
RHE06400 2005 Tang, Bai, Michael Hogall Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report:
Matthew Wetherbee, and| TentativeTract Map No. 32535, Nedn¢ Community
Daniel Ballester of Wildomar, Riverside Countgalifornia
RF06493 2004 | Tang, Bai, Michael Hogal Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report,
and Matthew Wetherbee | Tentative Tract Map No. 25122, near the City of
Murrieta, Rverside CountyCalifornia
RI06556 2006 | Tang, Bai, Michael Hogall Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report,
Melissa Hernandez, and | Assessor's Parcel Number 3800-003, near the City
Terri Jacquemain of Murrieta, Riverside County, California
RI-06905 2006 Jordan, Staceg. Archaeological Survey Report for the Southern

California Edison Company, BBGROF 1RV Circuit
Project, Riverside County, California
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Table 1(cont.)

PREVIOUS STUDIES WITHIN ONE MITHEOFROJECT AREA

Report Year Author Report Title
Number
RF07029 2006 Keller, Jean A., Ph.D. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment
RIO7033 2006 Keller, Jean ARh.D. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of ARN &
120012 & 013
RI07044 2006 Hoover, Anna M., and A Phase | Archaeological Survey Report for APN 38
Kristie R. Blevins 170019, 3.5 Acres, Murrieta, County of Riverside,
Californa
RFO7408 2006 Kdler, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of PAR #
Crossroads Apartments; 23.19 Acres of Land in
Wildomar, Riverside County, California
RIO7525 2008 Crull, Scott Archaeological MitigatiotMonitoring Report for PM
32159, with APNS380-170-019 &-20-A +/-13.1%
Acre Parcel Located in the Murrieta Area, Riverside
County, California
RIO7578 2008 Lord, Kenneth J. Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment Catt Road
Project, Wildomar Area, Riverside County, Californiz
RFO7593 2008 | Tsunoda, Koji and Joshui Archaeological Survey Report for Southern Californi
D. Patterson Edison Company O&MWildomar Service Center
Fiber Optic Cables Project, on the Nutmeg 12 kV
Circuit Riverside County, California
RIO7680 2006 RosenbergSeth Aand A Phase | Archaeological Assessment for The Bear
Brian F. Smith Creek Plaza Phaddroject, Riverside County,
California
RIO7789 2008 Kyle,Carolyn E. Cultural Resource Survey for the Elsinore Valley
Municipal Water District Phas&Rlecyted Water
System, Riverside County, California
RFO7983 2008 CloweryMoreno, Sara A Phase | Archaeological Assessment for the Hayes
and Brian F. Smith Avenue Pipeline Project, Riverside County, Californi
RH08859 2012 Tang, Bai "TomMichael | Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report
Hogan, Daiel Ballester, | Assessor's Parcel No. 3880-022, City of Wildomar,
Terri Jacquemain, and Riverside County, California
Nina Gallardo
RI08934 2013 Tang, Bai "Tom" Update to Historical/Adcaeological Resoues Survey,
Assessor's Parcel Nos. 3#60-013,-022, and-023
(Westpark Project), City of Wildomar, Riverside
County, California
RH08935 2013 Tang, Bai "Tom" Update to Historical/Archaeological Resources Surv
Assessor's Parchlo. 380290-029 (SienaApartments
Project), City of Wildomar, Riverside County, Califor
RF09066 2012 Stropes, Tracy A. and Phase | Cultural Resources Survey for the Wildoma
Brian F. Smith Project, City of Wildomar, County of Riverside,
Assessor'®arcel Numbers: 38280-004, and 380
280-008 through-012
RF09229 2014 Hogan, Michael Update of an Historical/Archaeological Resources

Survey Tentative Tract Map 32035; Assessor's Parc
Nos. 386040-005,-007,-012, and-025 In the City of
Wildomar, Rierside County, Califora
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Table 1(cont.)

PREVIOUS STUDIES WITHIN ONE MITHEOFROJECT AREA

Report Year Author Report Title
Number
*RI-09289 2014 Keller, Jean A. A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment of ARN &
170020 23151 Palomar Street, Wildomar, Californis
RF09295 2014 Brunzell, David Letter Report: Native American Consultation
Correspondence for the Catt Cellular Comneations
New Tower Project, Wildomar, Riverside County,
California
RF09427 2015 | Stropes, Tracy A. and A Class Ill Archaeological Study for the Parkside Pri
Brian F. Smith for Section 106Compliance, Riverside County,
California (APNs 38280-004 and 80-280-009
through-012
RH09443 2012 Brunzell, David Cultural Resources Assessment Clinton Keith/Prielig
Property, Wildomar, Riverside County, California
*RI-09499 2016 Smallwood, Josh Architectural Survey of Assessor Parcel Numbers
(APNs) 36921-031,-035,-036,-039, and-044 and
Evaluation of a Historiperiod Residence and
Associated Structures on APN 3&81-035, in the City
of Wildomar, Riverside County, California
RH09783 2014 Smith, Brian F. Results of Archaeological Monitoring at the North
Ranch Project, Tentative Tract Map No. 32535, City
Wildomar, Riverside County, California
RF10489 2016 Garcia, Kyle Camelia Residential Development Project Phase 1
Cultural Resourcess8essment
RF10517 2010 Bonner, Wayne H., and | Cultural Resource Records Search and Site Visit Re
Arabesque Said for T-Mobile USA Candidate IE046B5Bear Creek
Storage), 32575 Clinton Keith Road, Wildomar,
Riverside County, California
RF10530 2009 White, Laura S., and Phase | Cultural Resources@ssment of the Elsinore
Robert S. White Valley Municipal Water District Wildomar Recycled
Water System Phase-Dff-Site Facilities Project,
Riverside County
RF10793 2016 Davison, Kristina, and Wildomar Crossings Retail Development Project

Mary RobbinsVade

Cultural Rsources Survey Report

* Qverlaps project area/APE.

3.1.2

Previously Recorded Resources

TheHC has a record &1 cultural resourcegreviously recordedvithin a onemile radius of theproject
(Table2, Previously Recorded Resourdéthin One Mile of the Bject Ared. None of the resources are
located within the projecAPE, however resourd®33-010986,consisting otwo basalt flakes and
piece of metavolcanic debitages documentd immediately adjacent to the project arela.general the
resourcegecorded within the onemile search radiusclude both prehistoric and historic sites or
isolates. The prehistoric resourcesnsistof habitation sites,one withbedrock millingeatures artifact

scatters and isolated artifacts. One multbmponent sites recorded as a prehistoric habitation site and

a large historic refuse depagiating to circa the lat@ineteenthto earlytwentieth century. Thehistoric
resourcesconsist ofthe Rudolph J. Brown Ranch building complex, originating in;E8&a 1933
singlefamily residencewith awindmill, water tank, cisterroutdoor oven, small adobwalled
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enclosure, and a portion of a shdtiree historic addresses of private resides displaying vernacular
architecture and dating to the 1880alarge refusescatter consisting of 500+ items including many cans

and bottles a complex othree building foundations andnassociatedrash scattera complex of
numerous foundations, stictural features, and refuse associated with the Oak Springs Reinch
19381963 a historic orchardgating tocirca the 1940s; and a histof@ge electricglwater conveyance

pump.
Table2
PREVIOUSLY RECORDED RESOURCESOMHMINEOF THIPROJECT AREA
BT Trinomial o
Number (CARIVE) Age Description Date, Recoder(s)
(P-33-#)
001273 1273 Prehistoric Small lithic scatter 1977, Sutton et al.
001279 1279 Prehistoric Lithic andground stone artifact scatter | 1977, Sutton et al.;
1985, Keller
001281 1281 Prehistoric Ground stone artifact scatter Varner, 1977
001282 1282 Prehistoric Two oval basin metates 1977, Sutton et al;
1985 Keller, 1989
Drover
001283 1283 Prehistoric Lithic and ground stone artifact scatter| 1977, Sutton et al.;
1985, Keller; 1989,
Drover
001285 1285 Prehistoric Lithic and ground stone artifact ster 1977, Sutton
002767 2767 Multi- Prehistoric habitation site with a 1984 McCarthy 1994
component | subsurface deposit and milling feature§ Love and Moffit2003
historic refuse depositirca late Smallwood; 2004Eddy
nineteenthto earlytwentieth century
004725 4725 Prehistoric Lithic and ground stone artifact scatter| 1989 White
fire-cracked rocks
004726 4726 Prehistoric Dense lithic and ground stone artifact | 1989, White
scatter,fire-cracked rocks
007805 - Historic Vernacular wood frame residee, circa | 1982 O'Brien
1922
007807 - Historic Vernacular ranch house, 1886 1982, O'Brien
007808 Historic Rudolph J. Brown Ranch building 1982 O'Brienand
complex, 1886 Marna 2004, Ostashay
andMoruzzj 2006
Smallwood and Melzer
007809 - Historic Vernacular ranch housejrcal889 1982 O'Brien
008173 6070H Historic Historic orchard, circa 1940s 1998 Love
*010986 - Pretistoric Isolate; wvo basaltflakesand one piece | 2000, Harris
of metavolcanic debitage
011266 - Prehistoric Isolatedscraper 1977, Sutton
011268 - Prehistoric Isolated mano 1977, Sutton
011434 6821 Prehistoric Lithic and ground stone artifact scatter| 2002, Robinson
011435 - Prehistoric Isolated quartz hammerstone 2002, Robinson
011436 - Prehistoric Isolatedgranite metate fragrant 2002, Robinson
013749 - Prehistoric Two flakes 1977, Sutton et.al.
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Table 2 (cont.)
PREVIOUSLY RECORDED RESOURCES WITHIN ONE MILE OF THE PROJECT ARE/

B Trinomial
Number (CARIVH) Age Description Date,Recorde(s)
(P-33-#)
015304 - Prehistaic Isolated volcanic flake 2006 Lapin and Sriro
015305 - Prehistoric Isolatedprimary andesite flake 2006 Lapin and Sriro
015306 8081 Historic Large refuse scatteronsisting o600+ | 2006 Goodwin and
items including many cans and bottles| Austerman
016988 8848 Historic Three building foundations and trash | 2008 Tsunoda
scatter
017366 9024 Prehistoric Sparse lithic and ground stone artifact| 2008 Dice
scatter
020991 - Historic Numerous foundations, structural 2012 Tibbetand
features, and refuse associated with th Goodwin
abandonedOak Springs Ranch comple)
circa 19381963
023939 11760 Historic Historicage electrical water conveyang 2014 Hogan
pump
024798 - Prehistoric Isolated metavolcanic flake 2012 Brunzell and
Spenard
024819 12308 | Prehstoric Lithic and ground stone artifact scatter| 2015 Grabskiand Kraft
024864 - Historic Circa 1930s singlamily residence, 2016 Smallwood
windmill, water tank, cistermutdoor
oven, small adobevalled enclosure,
and a portion of a shed

* Locatedadjacent toproject area

3.2 OTHER ARCHIVAL RESHEXCH

Various archival sources were consulted, including historic topographic maps and aerial imagery in order
to identify historic structures and land use in the area. These include historic aerials from 1938, 1967
and1978(NETROnline 2@0) and several historic USGS topographic maps, includingBlSibre

(1:125000); 1942and 1943 Murrieta (1:6500); 1953, 19733nd 1979 Murrieta (1:24€00); and 1953,
1973,and 1982Wildomar(1:24,000). The OfficidWlap of Sa Diego County, Californiauplished in 1890

was also reviewed.

The 1901 Elsinore topographic map illustrasgomar Street within the project area as a roadway in

the samegeneralalignment that it is currently. Th€alifornia SoutheriRailroad is showparalleling
Palomar Streeto the south, and several other crossroads traveling in various directions are illustrated.
The gridded townsite of Wildomar is situated to the northwest of the project areap@aduildingsare
extant along Palomastreetcloser to theproject areaOnthe 1942 and 1943 Murrieta topographic

maps, the railroad is no longer shoyand Palomar Street and Washington Avenue to the southeast are
signed as U.S. Highway 395.

The 1938 aerial reveals agricultural fields on the north smath sides of Palom&trest and

approximately three ranch properties with several buildings and structures. One ranch, located at what
is now the intersection of Clinton Keith Road and Palo8teret was demolished sometime between

2002 and 2005 accoig to aerial photographs.mdther ranch located near the south portion of the
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project area was also demolished sometime between 2002 and 2005. The third historic ranch property
appears to be extant and is divided by Palomar Avenue. Clinton Keith Roadnsasicted sometime
between1978 and 1982. After Interstate 15 was completed in 1982 major development occurred near
the project area. Between 1982 and 1994 several new tract housing developments were established
along Palomar Avenue to accommodate thpiddy growing population ithe area (NETR Online ZD).

In addition to a review of the sources above, HELIX consulted the maps on file at the EIC to determine if
the U.S. Highway 395 route has been previously documented within Riverside County by other
researchers. As a result ofishsearch, no other recordation within the county could be determined,
however, that does not preclude a recordation from existing.

3.3 NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACT PROGRAM

HELIX contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NANGyemberll, 2019for a Sared
Lands File search and list of Native American contacts for the project area. The NAHC indicated in a
response datedNovember 142019that the result of the search was positive. The NAemmended
that the Pechanga Band buisefidndiansbe contactedor more informationand suggested thahe

other Native American tribesn a list provided by the NAHC be contacted as.\Wetters were sent on
December 182019to Native American representatives and interested pariiestified by theNAHG
including thePechanga Band &uuisefidndians Fourresponse have been receivedo date (Tables,

Native American Contact Program Respopdéany additional responses are received, they will be
forwarded toCitystaff. Native Amsacan correspondece is included as AppendC (Confidential
Appendices, bound separately).

Table 3
NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACT PROGRAM RESPONSES

Contact/Tribe Response
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla | Responded odanuany3, 20 thatd !records checlof the Tribal Historic
Indians LINBAaSNBIGA2Y 2FFAO0SQa Odz G dzNI €

20 GSR 6A0GKAY (GKS ¢NARO6SQa ¢NIFR
the other tribes in the arearhis letter shall conclude our consultation
efforts.€

Morongo Band of Mission Indiang Responded on January 27, 2020; they have no additional comments
provide at this time.

Rincon Band of Luisefio Indians | Responded odanuary 13, 202Q@he project area is within the territory o
the Luisefio people andis\WithA y wAy O2y Qa aLISOAT
interest. The Rincon Bartbesnot have knowledge of cultural resource
within the project areahowever,they statethat this does not meantat
none exist. The Band believes that the potential exists for cultural
resources to be identified during further research and survey wohley
recommend that an archaeological record search be conducted and ¢
that a copy of the results be provided tioe Rincon Band.
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Table 3(cont.)
NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACT PROGRAM RESPONSE

Contact/Tribe Response
Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians | Responded on March 18, 2020; the project area is located outside of
their existing reservation but does fall within the bounds of their Tribal
Traditional Use Areas. The project location is in pnityi to known sites,
is a shared use area that was usedingoing trade between th&ibes
andis considered to be culturally sensitive by the people of Soboba.
Multiple areas of potential impact were identified during arhiouse
database search; spedifi of which will be discussed in consultation wit
the City.

The Soboba Band of Luisefio reqsdbe following:

1. To initiate a consultation with the project proponents and leac
agency.

2. The transfer of information to the Soboba Band ofsefio
Indians regeding the progress of this project should be done ¢
soon as new developments occur.

3. Soboba Bad of Luisefio Indians continues to act as a consulti
tribal entity for this project.

4. Working in and around traditional use areas intensifies the
possibility ofencountering cultural resources during the
construction/excavation phase. For this reason, 8aboba
Band of Luisefio Indians requests that Native American
Monitor(s) from the Soboba Band of Luisefio Indians Cultural
Resource Department to be present dugiany ground
disturbing proceedings. Including surveys and archaeological
testing.

5. Request thaproper procedures be taken, and requests of the
tribe be honored.

Per AB 52, a CEQA lead agency must consult with any California Native American tritopustsre
consultation and that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed
project to identify resources of cultural or spirifuzalue to the tribe, even if such resources are already
eligible as historical resources asesult of cultural resources studies. The @iiljbe initiating
consultation with the registered tribes; the consultation results will be addressed iartheonmental
documentfor the project

4.0 FIELD SURVEY

4.1 SURVEY METHODOLOGY

A pedestrian survey ohe projectalignmentwas conducted oecember 12, 2018y HELIX staff
archaeologistlulie Royand George Vargasom the Pechanga Band of the Luiselilians A
supplemental site visiof the portion of the project area located along Clinton Keith Reasi
conductedby Julie Royn May 19, 2@0. Where feasible, transects were walked in i@ 15-meter
intervals however,much of the survepnreacontainedpaved roadways or built environment with
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driveways, fencing, and buildin¢soth retail and residentid) and concrete or gravel sidewalks
(Figure3). A total of41.5 acres were surveyed.

Thesurveyareaincludesboth sides of PalomarStreet from just noth of Meadow Ridge Lane to just
southeastof the Murrieta Springs Seventtiay Adventist Churghvhere RalomarStreetbecomes
Washington Avenue. Theege also three spurgxtending from Palomastreet two extending to the

north and south alonglinton Keh Street with the north spurextendingto Renaissance Plaglate?2),
and thesouthernspur extendig to the News Financial building at 32475 Clinton Keith Road. The third
spurwas at the south end of the survey area and extetitbr approximately 1435 feetfrom Palomar
Streetinto anundevelopedareain the hillsto the southeastAn additional discomguous section of the
project area is located along Clinton Keith Road between Palomar Street antiShe |

Pate 2. Overview of Qtiton Keith Rdad;purat Renaissance Plaza driveway
Viewsouthwest towards PaloméaBtreet

The survey area aloribe eas side ofPalomarStreet north of Clinton Keith Roat comprised of
residential homegswith open propertyadjacentto the road(Plates 3 and4). This area contained
driveways, cut slopetandscapinganda small drainage witbak trees Sycamore treggines, pepper
trees, and oleander, along with other ornamental vegetation. The west sidRatdfmarStreetis
comprisedprimarily ofbuilt environment with fencing andsidewalkscomposedof compacted gravel
(Plateb). South of thenousingtracts, trash and homeless camp discards weaxeservedin an open field
within the surveyareathat also contaired a diverted drainagehannel No cultural resources were
observed in the northern portion of thRalomarStreetsurvey area.
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Pate 4. Overview of east side of Palom@treet north end of survey area. View to the northwest.
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Pate 5. Overview of west side of Palom&treet north end of survey area. View to the southeast.

To the south of Clinton Keith Road, the survey asdasg Palomar Street consisted of either built
environment (Plate 6) or open fields (Plate 7). On the east side of Palomar Street, past a residential area,
the open fields were maintained and mowed édelate 6), while on the west side of the road, théde

were not maintained (Plate 8). Visibility varied within the fields, from less than 5 percent on the west
side to around 90 percent on the east side, not including the spur that extended intolihéotthe

east. Visibility on the west side of Palon&treet was less than 5 percent from the church location at the
south end, north to the Sycamore Academy. These field areas contained growths of tall mustard grass
and weeds, with new grass also growiinom recent rains. These areas were also quite distdrwith

push piles and a diverted drainage that ran to the southwest into Murrieta Creek. Within the survey
area, in the vicinity of the drainage, vegetation was thick, with visibility close tcakeng the banks.

Within the spur extending to the southeasbm Palomar Street, the survey area appeared to be highly
disturbed with push piles and trash observed throughout. Numerous modern-fristoric) dump sites

and scattered trash were observeglong with abandoned homeless camps within the drainagesiand

the open areas. This area also contained numerous dirt roads crisscrossing through it; vegetation in the
spur area was thiglkand visibility was less than 10 percent (Plate 9).
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| Plate 7. Overview of open fiel on teeast side of Palotret View 0 the nhst.
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Pate 8. Overview of west side of survey area off Palof@aieet southend. View to the northwest.

Photo9. Overview of dense vegetation from southeast spur, looking towards PalStrest
View to the southwest.

4.2 SURVEY RESULTS

In the soutleastportion of the surveyarea on the east side of the road,sangleprehistoric artifact, a
core, was identified and recordedlongthe easern edge of thesurvey areaThelithic material of the
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